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Assist, Clio, Historic Muse, while I record
Great deeds! Let fact, not fancy, break the mist
And bid each sun emerge, in turn play lord
Of day, one moment! Hear the annalist
Tell a strange story, true to the least word!
-Robert Browning
"The Two Poets of Croisic"
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ARTICLE

Organization, Outreach, and
Optimism: Getting a Project
Up to Full Speed
ADE Annual Meeting, Chicago, 15 November 2003
Kate Culkin

ff he HarrietJacobs Papers is both a project with a long history and one
"1 that is a relatively new full-time endeavor. Jacobs was born a slave in
Edenton, North Carolina, in 1813. She escaped north after hiding in a crawl
space in her grandmother's house for several years. While living in
Rochester, New York, she became involved in the abolition movement, and
in 1861 she published the slave narrative Incidents in the Life of a Slave Girl.
Many of her contemporaries knew she had written the narrative herself, but
when the book was rediscovered in the twentieth century, many scholars
assumed a former slave could not have written such a lucid text. It was not
until the 1980s that letters newly donated to the University of Rochester
betweenJacobs and her editor Lydia Maria Child allowed Jean Fagan Yellin
to establish that Jacobs was indeed the author. The project will produce a
two-volume edition of documents by and aboutJacobs, as well as her daughter LouisaJacobs and brother John S.Jacobs, who were also active reformers.
The Harriet Jacobs Papers began as an offshoot of Jean Fagan Yellin's
research for a biography ofJacobs and her edited edition of Incidents. For several years, work on the papers project was sporadic, as Dr. Yellin and a series
of undergraduate and gr<J.duate students surveyed archives for material,
accessioned and transcribed documents, and began research on the annotations. The pace changed dramatically in the summer of 2002 when the project received funds from the National Endowment for the Humanities and the
Gladys Kriebel Delmas Foundation and secured a contract to publish the
book with the University of North Carolina Press. Suddenly there was
money for the project to move forward-and a deadline to meet.
I began as the full-time associate editor in September 2002, encountering
a project that had wonderful resources, historical significance, and some not
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insignificant challenges. Because so many people had worked on the papers,
over such an extended period of time, it was unclear at points what work had
been done, how the work had been organized, and the rationale behind
some of the decisions that had been made. Because of funding limitations,
undergraduates with relatively little experience would conduct much of the
research. Moreover, like many projects, we work in an environment in
which few people know what documentary editing is and why it is important. Despite these obstacles, the project has made significant progress in the
time since it became a full-time operation. I can break down the strategies
we have devised into three categories: Organization, Outreach, and
Optimism. While our project's situation may be relatively unusual, I believe
these strategies can be applied to many projects as they change staff or try
to meet a deadline or pick up the speed at which they work.
Organization
The ongoing nature of the project was both a blessing and a challenge
when I arrived. On the positive side Dr. Yellin and her various assistants had
done a great deal of work throughout the years and gathered significant
research materials. In the course of working on her Jacobs's biography,
Yellin had put together invaluable subject files, full of both secondary and
primary sources. Previous staff had accessioned and transcribed the documents, and conducted research on many of the important figures in the
papers. Critically, Yellin had developed a transcription manual with
Professor W. Speed Hill of Lehman College, who had extensive experience
in textual editing. Because the project had had so many cooks, however, the
work had not been organized systematically and many different approaches
and standards had been applied.
My first priority was to identify the status of the research and organize the
research materials, so I knew exactly where the project stood. Previously, Dr.
Yellin had developed a procedure in which researchers wrote up their findings in a document called a research report. The reports followed a template,
which included space for the researcher's name, the document for which the
research was being done, citations for sources consulted, a summary of relevant information identified, and, when appropriate, a list of remaining questions and possible sources. Despite this set format, the reports that previous
employees had turned in varied widely in quality. Dr. Yellin, I, and our senior research assistant developed written guidelines for what we required in a
research report, including acceptable sources, citation requirements, and the
type and amount of information we wanted. I then sorted through the exist2
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ing research reports, marking them either as completed or needing followup; many reports that earlier staff had felt complete needed to be reassigned,
in order to bring them into line with our new standards. As I made decisions,
I updated the existing database accordingly. In addition, to ensure I could
make full use of the database, I took a class in Access. Armed with knowledge of the computer system we were using and the extent of the research
completed, we were ready to move forward.
The next step was to organize the subject files. Some of the material was
already in the office; Dr. Yellin soon supplemented it with five drawers of the
material she had collected over the years and used in her home office. She
had organized this material through a personal filing system that, like many
of our personal files, worked for her but did not translate for a wider audience. She and I spent many hours going through the files, determining what
was there' and how to categorize it; we then arranged the folders by subject,
filed alphabetically. This step was also important because, as we spoke, it
became clear that much of the history of the project and the information we
needed was still in her head and not documented anywhere. We decided she
should write brief research "manuals" on the subjects she knew the most
about, such as the Jacobs family and the abolitionists who worked most
closely with them, so we could access at least some of the information "in her
head" even when she was not in the office.
Our third step in the initial organization was to create protocols for our
researchers. We wanted to make these as explicit as possible, to avoid the
problems created earlier. As mentioned before, the senior staff wrote guidelines for research reports. We also created weekly status reports to track
researchers' progress; revised the draft research report form to make our
requirements clearer; and drafted extensive research protocols to assist student workers. The last item was especially important, since, because of
budget constraints, undergraduates would conduct much of our research.
We wanted them to have written documentation about the databases and
secondary sources to consult as they navigated libraries and archives. The
senior staff supplemented this documentation with training sessions and site
visits to the repositories the researchers would use the most often, to introduce them to the materials and collections with which they would need to
become familiar.
These organizational steps took over a month, time which had not been
built into the work plan. But they were necessary and saved us time later on,

Documentary Editing 26(1) Spring 2004

3

and this work was critical psychologically. Once we had control over the
research, our task seemed much less overwhelming.
Outreach
The organization took place in our office on the fifteenth floor of 41 Park
Row, but it soon became clear that we needed to connect to people and institutions outside of room 1505. We made contact with colleagues within the
documentary editing community, within our institution, and within other
academic departments. These contacts have provided invaluable help, and I
cannot overemphasize the value of reaching out to colleagues, both to
answer specific questions and to publicize a project.
I had attended the Institute for the Editing of Historical Documents
(Camp Edit) and received a Certificate in Archival Management and
Historical Editing from NYU, as well as working at the Margaret Sanger
Papers while in graduate school, but, of course, I still had questions as we set
up this particular project. Luckily, the documentary editing community is
one of the most supportive in all of academia, and its members are almost
always willing to answer questions large and small. For instance, Esther Katz
and Cathy Hajo, for whom I had worked at the Sanger Papers, generously
invited me to their office as soon as I told them I would be working at the
Jacobs Papers, and they gave me invaluable advice. They shared everything
from their systems for organizing and assigning research to the templates for
the forms they used. I was lucky this project was within walking distance of
my apartment, but SEDIT-L, the Association for Documentary Editing's
email discussion list, is another excellent way to solicit advice. And any new
project should make sure that its members attend Camp Edit and the annual
ADE conference.
One of our major challenges was (and is) to explain to people at Pace
University, which houses the project, what exactly it is that we do at the
Harriet Jacobs Papers and why it is important. Although frustrating, it is
worth the time and effort to make those explanations. Dr. Yellin had retired
as a Distinguished Professor of English after teaching at Pace for over thirty
years, so she was well known at the school. Still, many of her colleagues
seemed baffled as to the nature and importance of a documentary editing
project. We have come to have strong allies in the Department of English,
where the project "lives," and in the departments of History and Women's
Studies, but it took some active networking to make them sit up and notice
us. We received the best response from these departments when we stressed
what we could offer them, or at least their students. Faculty members were

4
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at their most responsive, for instance, when we asked for names of strong students for the research positions. We have, furthermore, set up an internship
program through which Pace students can obtain credit in English and history. Because the faculty now understand we offer students a unique opportunity, which will make them more competitive as they apply for jobs and
graduate schools, they are more supportive. The Women's Studies
Department, for instance, allows us to use their conference room, which provides critical space for proofreading and other projects, such as collating
grant applications. It is a small thing, but it makes a big difference when we
have five people crowded in a tiny office.
While the project at times confuses the humanities departments, we
utterly mystify the rest of the school. Pace is a small institution, but it has an
entrenched bureaucracy that does not know what to do with square pegs like
us. The staff of computer services, for instance, kept insisting we only needed
one computer, as we had just one full-time staff member; it took a few weeks
of daily calls, but they finally came to understand that we are different from
other offices on campus and have several interns and student workers at any
one time. We now have three machines, and a good friend in the department
who prioritizes our service calls. During the last year I have compiled a list
of people who have been helpful in similar situations and now call them first,
instead of working my way up the chain of command.
Our ace in the hole has been securing a member of the administration as
our advisory editor. Joseph M. Thomas, an assistant dean at Pace at the time
he jOined the project, was uniquely qualified. Dr. Thomas not only understood the ins and outs of the school's administration, but he also had conducted scholarly work on slave narratives and served as a consultant to the
Modern Language Association's Committee on Scholarly Editing. His
knowledge of the administration was especially important at a school like
Pace, which was not used to handling a grant-funded project. He has since
left for another school, but continues to work for the project and to serve as
a liaison between the Papers and Pace and between Pace and granting agencies. Not every project could ?r should add a dean to their permanent staff
list, but befriending someone within the administration, who can get the
answers you need and navigate the system, can save an immense amount of
time (as well as preserving your sanity).
When I was applying for the position at theJacobs Papers, I searched for
the project on-line and was surprised to find that it did not have a website.
Once I joined the project, I knew it was critical to establish a presence on the
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web, as that is the first, and sometimes only, place many people now turn for
information. We learned a few hard lessons in the process of designing and
launching the site. The administration had informed us the school's webmaster could design the site for us. This webmaster turned out to be an
overextended graduate student juggling several jobs and school; she consistently missed meetings and kept spellingJacobs wrong, leaving off the final
"s." We decided to hire someone, but to save money we hired another graduate student, one who came recommended by the Computer Sciences
Department. He had the basic computer skills, but did not comprehend the
purpose of the project and the image we wanted to project, and thus made
design decisions that we found objectionable. On one page, for instance, he
included large pictures of the white reformers and small illustrations of the
African-American activists, a problem for a project devoted to highlighting
the work of the black abolitionist community. We saw the light at the end of
the tunnel only when one of our student researchers took an HTML class,
for her own purposes, and suggested that she finish the site for us.
Understanding our vision of the project, she was able to finish quickly the
work. The lesson to take from this is either to allot the money to hire a professional who can complete the job quickly, or have a staff member who
understands your needs learn the basics of web design. Despite our rough
start, the website has been a success since its launch. We announced it on
SEDIT-L and various H-Net listservs and have had over 3,700 hits since
April.
A strong, involved advisory board is a critical part of an outreach strategy.
Our board is comprised of scholars known for their expertise in nineteenthcentury African-American and women's history and documentary editing.
We have turned to them for a wide variety of reasons, from assistance with
specific research questions to help with fundraising. In the past year, for
instance, one board member found a researcher for us in Boston, saving us
the expense of a trip, and delivered a paper on Jacobs at a national conference, when our project director was unable to attend. Ann Gordon Editor of
the Stanton-Anthony Papers, another board member, opened her files to me
as I researched LouisaJacobs's participation on a suffrage tour organized by
Elizabeth Cady Stanton and Susan B. Anthony. Not all board members can
or want to be so involved, but it is important to make sure that some people
on your board have a strong level of commitment.
I have already discussed our internship program for Pace students. We
also established an internship program for students from other schools,
6
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which has inadvertently been our most successful outreach program. And
here I need to thank the staff of the Sanger Papers once again, who suggested
I advertise for summer interns. The response to our advertisement, posted to
SEDIT-L and several H-Net listservs, amazed us. We had over forty applications for five internships that not only did not pay, but required participants to pay for their own housing in New York City. The research the
interns did was wonderful and saved us hundreds of dollars in salary, but
their value went beyond that. Their enthusiasm for the project reminded us
it was important work at a time we were struggling for funding and trying to
make our home institution recognize our value. And the very act of advertising the internship was effective publicity, spreading the word about the
project and generating interest it.
Optimism
Finally, I want to speak briefly about the importance of a positive attitude
while dealing with the stresses of a new or changing project. Dr. Yellin and I
both spent our first weeks exclaiming, "If only it had been done this way
from the beginning!" and "When will we feel like we're at square one?" We
soon learned this approach took a lot of energy and time that could be better spent propelling the project to completion. Previous researchers may not
have gone about the work in the manner I would have done it, but I have
come to appreciate that they did the work at all. Each task done in the past
is one I do not have to do in the future.
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ARTICLE

Getting Started:
An Editor's Search for One
Diarist's Place in History
ADE Annual Meeting, Chicago, 15 November 2003
Linda A. Fisher

A y introduction to documentary editing differs from that of other
J YL scholarly editors. They are scholars who became editors; I am an
(JI

editor who found a project in medical history. With an M.D. degree, I had
written many articles on health issues and had edited a medical society journal.
In 1999, I began researching the manuscript of Joseph Mersman
(1824-1892), an obscure man who was a whiskey rectifier.l From 1847 to
1864, Mersman kept a diary and made entries in English, French, and
German. His 300-page record, at the Missouri Historical Society, describes
life in Cincinnati and St. Louis, including the 1849 cholera outbreak. 2
After the epidemic, Mersman visited a brothel. Soon he had secondary
syphilis and described his treatment: tea made from sarsaparilla and hot
baths. After fifteen months, when his doctors pronounced him cured,
Mersman married and then sired eight children. My article in the spring
issue of Documentary Editing discusses this story at length. 3
I thought Mersman's journal of antebellum bachelorhood would make a
great single-volume edition and that I would finish the project in a year. I was
hooked: What happened to the diarist? Did his wife and children get
syphilis?
lRectifying whiskey, the process of distilling spirits to remove contaminants or increase
the alcohol content, was a common nineteenth-century practice. See Gerald Carson, The
Social History of Bourbon: An Unhurried Account of Our Star-Spangled American Drink
(New York: Dodd, Mead & Company, 1963), 66, 235-37, and Leonard Monzert,
Monzert's Practical Distiller: An Exhaustive Treatise on the Art of Distilling and Rectifying
Spirituous Liquors and Alcohol (Bradley, Illinois: Lindsay Publications, Inc., 1987),51-52,
64-68.
2The Diary of Joseph J. Mersman, 1847-1864, Missouri Historical Society, St. Louis,
Missouri.
3Linda A. Fisher, "A Patient's Point of View: Nineteenth-Century Syphilis Treatment,"
Documentary Editing, 25: 1 (Spring 2003) 15-32.
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Agnes Lake, Mersman's sister, shown
here circa 1865, was the first woman in
America to own a tent show and is mentioned often in the diary. She married
Wild Bill Hickok in 1876.
Courtesy of Kansas State Historical Society

Wild Bill Hickok, shown here circa 1872,
was, therefore, Joseph Mersman's
brother-in-law.
Courtesy of Denver Public Library
Z8870
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So, I set out to establish the identity of Mersman, his business partner,
John Clemens Nulsen (1824-1906), and their wives, sisters named Claudine
(1829-90) and Albertine (1831-98) Kreuzbauer. Today, the Diary of Joseph
J. Mersman Project has a staff of only me and one part-time research assistant, Veronica Fletcher, but during the past four years, I have had the help
of several archivists, genealogists, and language scholars.
To put Mersman into context, I tracked three families back to Europe: the
Mersmans, Nulsens and the Kreuzbauers. To locate photographs, I scrambled down the family trees for five generations and located living descendents. Then, I better appreciated the document's value .
. Mersman mentions his sister, Agnes Lake (1826-1907), an equestrian and
rope walker who married the circus clown known as Bill Lake (c. 1817-69).
After her first husband's death, Agnes became the first woman in America
to own a tent show: Madam Lake's Hippo-Olympiad and Mammoth circus.
Following her retirement from the ring, Agnes Lake married Wild Bill
Hickok (1837-76), the one-time marshal of Abilene, Kansas. Thus, Joseph
Mersman was Wild Bill Hickok's brother-in-law, and his diary provides evidence of the origin of Hickok's wife. Many books have been written about
Wild Bill, but none have been published about Mrs. Hickok, who used at
least eight surnames during her life. Mersman's record puts Agnes into the
context of her family.
This project has taken me to archives in twenty-five states and Germany.
I received a one-year grant from the National Library of Medicine and
attended Camp Edit in 2000. This year the project received NHPRC
endorsement and limited funding from the Missouri State Historical Society.
There are three lessons that I would like to share:
1. Context profoundly affects interpretation. The more research I do,
the more I understand the diary. For example, in an 1849 entry, Mersman
writes that an associate "went to Peru." Otto returned in ten days, so I surmised that his destination was not South America. However, fourteen states
have populated places named Peru, including Missouri, Illinois, Indiana, and
Ohio, where Mersman was active. Which one was it? I contacted four historical societies and received negative answers. However, months later, I
found in the 1850 census that Otto had a married sister who lived in Peru,
Illinois. Finding out more about his relatives helped me figure out Otto's
activities.
Another example: Mersman mentions "Fanny" in Louis Vandermal's
household, but her identity is uncertain. A servant, perhaps? The 1850 and
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1860 census enumerations did not help. However, the Civil War pension
records of Vandermal's son revealed a sister, Stephanie, who was called
"Fanny." So, an 1890 file at the National Archives in Washington, D.C., provided information that explained a diary entry made forty years earlier in St.
Louis.
2. Research requires gumshoes (or, you have to get our and look
for evidence!) This project has used primary sources extensively: court
records, parish registers, vital records, census data, credit reports, city directories, and passenger manifests. Some are posted on the Internet, but there
is no substitute for examining the originals. For example, Mersman's fatherin-law, who immigrated with his wife and six children to St. Louis in 1839,
disappeared after 1851. Unable to find Friedrich Kreuzbauer (1793-1870) in
Missouri, I searched records in Illinois, Ohio, California, and Texas without
success. Correspondence with German archives yielded nothing. Then I
went to Karlsruhe, Germany, and examined city directories myself. I discovered Kreuzbauer had returned to his home town: he left his family
behind in the United States to live with his elderly relatives in Baden!
Another example: the 1850 census lists Mersman's birthplace as
Germany, and his naturalization records indicate he came from Oldenburg,
a grand duchy in the northwest part of that country today. However, every
published source states that Agnes Lake originated in Alsace, France. Since
Joseph and Agnes were just two years apart in age, I decided to establish
Joseph's birth place, and look there for documentation of Agnes. Mersman's
diary indicates his religion, birth date and siblings' ages. Using parish registers at the Family History Library in Salt Lake City, I searched every
Catholic Church in Oldenburg until I located a family that matched. This is
what I found: in Europe, the family lived on the Polschneider Farm, so, as
local custom dictated, they took the farm name as their surname:
Polschneider. The diarist was the son of Catherine Polschneider (1789-1833)
and Friedrich Messmann (1782-1864). In 1833, when the widowed father
immigrated to America with his children, they dropped Polschneider and
used the father's surname, Messmann. Ohio land records from the 1830s and
the federal census from 1840 listed them as the Messmann family. Later, the
name evolved to Mersman, perhaps better for business. This story was
revealed by church registers written in Latin and German: it is not on the
Internet. 4
4The records appear in the Kirchenbuch, 1650-1875, Katholische Kirche Damme
(Amtsgericht Vechta), Microfilms 909911 and 909912, Family History Library, Salt Lake
City, Utah.

12

Documentary Editing 26(1)

Spring 2004

3. Knowledge from other disciplines aids documentary editing.
Since I am new to historical research, I have benefited from joining several
organizations. Not only the ADE (which introduced me to Esther Katz,
Marianne Wokeck, Candace Falk, and Tim Connelly, all of whom have
encouraged my work and given advice), but also the Society of GermanAmerican Studies, the Circus Historical Society, four genealogy societies,
and other groups. Each had members who helped me and referred me to
others.
Understanding Mersman's diary required expertise far from the practice
of medicine-not only foreign language skills, but knowledge of whiskey production, cigar making, theater arts, and many other fields. To start, I
recruited a German language expert who teaches at Northern Virginia
Community College. I found him by calling the school and inquiring if they
had any native Germans on the faculty. Initially, Reinhard Hennig met with
me twice a week. He translated passages in the diary and helped me plow
through documents and publications that I uncovered in my research.
Hennig encouraged me to contact others. For example, I found the wonderful scholarship of Jiirgen Schlumbohm in a book with a title that translates as Lives, Families, and Farms,s and Hennig helped me read it. I wrote to
the author, telling him how helpful I found his publication, and when I subsequently visited the Max Planck Institute in Gottingen, Schlumbohm met
with me. He referred me to his former student who now does archival
research, Sylvia Mohle. She later retrieved documents for me from Berlin. So
you see, Hennig led to Schlumbohm, who led to Mahle, who helped me get
answers hidden deep in Germany-answers that I could not have found on
my own.
In preparing comments about this paper, Beverly Palmer, the moderator
of the session, asked, how had I learned to be persistent in tracking down
information? Although some people consider medical education merely
trade school, it does prepare one for a lifetime of self-directed learning. My
experience at Harvard Medical School encouraged me to have an inquiring
mind, open to new ideas. After all, AIDS, SARS, and many other diseases
were unknown when I received my medical degree. I had a solid liberal arts
education, high school instruction in Latin, college-level German-all of
which have helped me with this project. As you know, historical research
5Jiirgen Schlumbohm, Lebensliiuft, Familien, Hiife: Die Bauern und Heuerleute des
Osnabruckischen Kirchspiels Belm in proto-industrieller Zeit, 1650-1860 (G6ttingen:
Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1994).

Documentary Editing 26(1) Spring 2004

13

does not follow a formula. You have to go-literally and figuratively-where
the clues lead. Reading Nancy Drew mystery stories in childhood was good
preparation for this mid-life challenge, and now I also read many journals
that deal with subjects far from medicine.
Applying for an NHPRC grant had unexpected benefits. Although I did
not receive Commission funds in 2003, the critical review of my application
provided suggestions and led to secondary literature that augmented my
own research. One comment was that the staff for the Mersman Diary
Project-just me at that time-was "ridiculously small." That prompted me to
seek help at George Mason University. Jane Censer (formerly with the
Papers of Frederick Olmsted) agreed to advise me and aided the recruitment
of a graduate student assistant for my project.
By now you may ask, what will I do after I finish the annotated version
ofJoseph Mersman's diary? I think I will complete Agnes Lake's biography:
by now, I have developed skills as a researcher, and know where and how
to look for information!

Work on the Mersman diary will
likely lead to a biography of
Agnes Lake. Her daughter, Emma
Lake, was billed as "America's
Side-Saddle Queen" by
P. T. Barnum in 1879-81.
Courtesy of Somers Historical
Society and Library
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ARTICLE

Douglass Liaisons:
The Female Correspondents of
Frederick Douglass

1842-52
Leigh Fought

fC' or the past twenty years, historians have recognized the role that
'1' women played in the nineteenth-century abolitionist movement.
Works by Gerda Lerner, Nancy Hewitt,jean Fagan Yellin, Clare Taylor, and
Maria Diedrich, among others, have demonstrated that women spoke,
organized, promoted, and wrote on behalf of the movement to end slavery. 1
Yet, the published volumes of the Frederick Douglass Papers have obscured
that fact. Although women supported and often saved Douglass throughout
his career, their voices have been conspicuously absent from the seven volumes of the Douglass Papers. With the impending publication of the first correspondence volume, which covers the years 1842-52, the project can
correct this oversight by emphasizing the contributions of women to abolitionism and to Douglass's life. Moreover, in these letters, Douglass's complex
relationships with women and among the women themselves become more
apparent and intriguing.
The Douglass Papers project has published five volumes of Douglass's
speeches and two volumes of his autobiographies. The Speeches series
appeared in the 1980s, with the last volume being published in 1992. The
first volume of the Autobiographies series, Narrative of the Life of Frederick
Douglass, A Slave, was published in 1999; and the second, My Bondage and My
1Maria Diedrich, Love Across Color Lines: Ottilie Assing and Frederick Douglass (New York:
Hill and Wang, 1999); Nancy Hewitt, Women's Activism and Social Change: Rochester, New
York, 1922-72 (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1984); Gerda Lerner, The Grimke
Sisters from South Carolina: Pioneers for Woman's Rights and Abolition (New York: Houghton
Mifflin, Co., 1967); Clare Taylor, Women of the Anti-Slavery Movement: The H&ston Sisters
(New York: St. Martin's Press, 1995); Clare Taylor, ed., British and American Abolitionists. An
Episode in Transatlantic Understanding (Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press, 1974);Jean
Fagan Yellin and John C. Van Horne, eds., The Abolitionist Sisterhood: Women's Political
Culture in Antebellum America (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1994.
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Freedom, in 2003. While women are present in all of these volumes, they do
not play prominent roles, nor are they engaged in debate or in partnership
with Douglass. The project published ten of Douglass's speeches on the
rights of women and several others in which he touched upon the conditions
of female slaves. 2 In these, however, women generally serve the function of
rhetorical abstractions. Speakers such as Abby Kelley Foster, Douglass's
most frequent female companion on the stage, and Lucretia Mott appear in
the headnotes of the speeches;3 but Douglass does not address points on
which they speak as he does his male companions. He also tended to avoid
commenting upon the activism of any particular woman, with the exception
of his 16 February 1894 eulogy to abolitionist and suffragist Lucy Stone. 4
Despite the fact that women organized and attended the events at which
Douglass performed these speeches, raising money for his salary, selling subscriptions to his newspaper, and often sharing the stage with him, the impression created in the project's volumes might falsely lead readers to assume
that women were not particularly concerned with the issue of slavery.
In the Autobiographies series, women do appear in the texts as actors.
Douglass's mother, grandmother, aunts, wife, and slaveholding mistresses
influenced his awareness of his enslaved status, the development of his selfreliance, and his escape to freedom. The actions of these women, however,
are entirely mediated through Douglass as the author, if he gives them a
presence at all. Furthermore, as the plots progress, women play less of a role
in the action. The women who were enslaved or who owned slaves playa
larger role than those who helped him escape or fight against slavery. The
most glaring example of this omission is Anna Murray, Douglass's free black
wife, who raised the money to buy his train ticket and prOVided him with the
sailor suit disguise that aided his escape. She merits less than a paragraph in
either of his autobiographies, without reference to her aid in his escape. 5
Likewise, the chapters on the abolition movement in My Bondage and My
Freedom almost entirely exclude women. Douglass does not mention any of
the women who spoke on the stage with him, nor does he comment upon
2Frederick Douglass, Speeches, Debates, and Interviews, 5 vols. The Frederick Douglass
Papers, ed. John Blassingame (New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1979-92), 1:346,
366; 2: 12, 26, 248, 451; 4: 172-86; 5:247-63; 348-57; 378-88.
3Douglass, Speeches, 1:21,27,394; 2:84, ll7-18, 128, 183,235,248.
4Douglass, Speeches, 5:608-13.
5Frederick Douglass, Autobiographies, vol. 1, Narrative of the Life of Frederick Douglass, A
Slave; vol. 2, My Bondage and My Freedom. Frederick Douglass Papers, ed.John Blassingame
(New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1999), 1:76-77; 2:196.
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their financial or organizational support. Only in regard to the assistance that
he received in securing his legal freedom does he mention Anna Richardson,
calling her "Mrs. Henry Richardson."6 Women had been central in securing
Douglass's legal freedom, raising the funds that allowed him to launch the
North Star, and providing him with an organizational network in Rochester
when his supporters in Boston opposed his plans to start his own newspaper.
Yet, in My Bondage and My Freedom, when Douglass writes about this period
of his life, his feminine supporters disappear almost entirely, while their male
counterparts fill the pages.
As in the Speeches series, the editors included the women in the
Autobiographies through annotation. The decision to include appendices of
"readers' responses" or reviews, and introductions and appendices to foreign
editions, however, allowed the project to show women as engaged in an ideological debate on slavery. These included a letter, published in the 6 June
1845 issue of the Liberator, which detailed a woman's response to the
Narrative, as well as a review written by British journalist Mary Howitt. My
Bondage and My Freedom reproduced the introduction to the German translation, which was written by the journalist and avid Douglass promoter, Ottilie
Assing.7 The Narrative volume also included a plea for donations for the
annual Anti-Slavery Bazaar held in Boston. This plea, which originally
appeared in the 1846 Irish edition of the Narrative, included an exclusively
female list of fundraisers to whom donations could be sent.
The main obstacle to including women in the Douglass Papers volumes
has been the nature of the documents that the project has published. Both
the speeches and autobiographies were public documents that adhered to
nineteenth-century propriety in regard to gender and to Douglass's oratorical and literary persona of a self-made man.· The social restrictions of
Douglass's time, as well as the need to maintain a sense of social respectability surrounding the essentially marginal movement for racial and gender
equality, would have prevented him from humiliating his female colleagues
by naming them in public except in the briefest and most laudatory language
used to soften the blow of their appearance. When he did mention Anna
Richardson, for instance, he cloaked her identity with her husband's name,
called her "a clever lady, remarkable for her devotion to every good work
... ," and padded the entire reference with parentheses. 8
6DougJass, Autobiographies, 2:215.
7DougJass, Autobiographies, 1: 166-68; 173, 176, 192-99; 2:432-434.
8DougJass, Autobiographies, 2:215.
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Douglass, like many abolitionists both male and female, regardless of
their radicalism, also believed that women's work in the movement behind
the scenes was an extension of their feminine domestic sphere. Their work,
while in the service of a public cause, was essentially in the private sphere
and supportive. Douglass's audience, then, may have understood that such a
support network of women existed, but, because of its domestic and feminine nature, did not require him to mention either it or its members.
Additionally, if Douglass had crafted for himself the character of the selfmade, self-reliant individual so prevalent in nineteenth-century literature,
then the recognition of such a support network would undercut such an
image. This idea would not extend to his male colleagues who worked in the
public sphere, essentially equal to Douglass, making them brothers-in-arms
in the fight against slavery. In any case, these documents, restrained by their
author and by the social and literary conventions of his times, have prevented the Douglass Papers editors from offering an accurate depiction of
women's participation in Douglass's life and work.
Since most of Douglass's exchanges with women took place off of the
public stage, and the documentation of interaction in the private sphere
comes in the form of letters, then the publication of correspondence volumes
will allow readers an insight into the role that women played in his life and
his relationships with these women. Again, the Douglass Papers' project is
constrained by the documents, this time because of the limited number of
letters to or from women. Of the 821 letters written to or from Douglass
between 1842 and 1852, the time span of this volume, 81 letters are to or
from women. The project will publish 232 of the 821 letters, 43 of these published letters are to or from women, meaning that Douglass's correspondence with women will be substantially represented. Only five of these 43
letters to be published, however, were actually written by women: three
from Amy Post, one from Maria Weston Chapman, and one from Harriet
Beecher Stowe. 9
The skewed ratio of letters from Douglass to other correspondents in general is one that plagues the entire project, as well as any biographer of
Douglass. Most of the letters that Douglass wrote to women are clearly
responses to letters written to him. Yet, these letters no longer exist. In 1872,
a fire, possibly the result of arson, destroyed Douglass's home in Rochester,
9Five letters not being published were written by women: Maria Weddle, Mrs. A. C.
Judson, Mary Mann, and Sarah L. Hallowell.
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New York. A majority of Douglass's personal papers burned, and most historians assume that the missing letters to Douglass were destroyed at that
time, if not earlier or later.
Most letters to Douglass that will appear in the project's first correspondence volume first appeared in the North Star, Frederick Douglass's Paper, the
Liberator, the National Anti-Slavery Standard, or other publications. Women in
the nineteenth century, as a group, even those involved in the abolitionist
movement, seldom sought publication. Those letters that did appear usually
publicized antislavery fairs or meetings, with the correspondent writing in
her capacity as an officer of an organization. Therefore, women would tend
not to advertise their anti-slavery opinions in letters to the editor or to debate
Douglass on points of ideology in the pages of journals as their male counterparts would. The five letters from Post, Chapman, and Stowe (as well as
the few that the project has chosen not to publish), all survived because their
authors retained copies (leaving the possibility that the authors may never
have actually sent the originals or substantially revised the originals) or
because the authors did choose to have the letter published. Thus, the five
surviving letters being reproduced in the project's first correspondence volume were all written by prominent women in the abolition movement who
had already established public voices for themselves.
These five letters demonstrate exactly what had been missing from the
previous volumes. First, all three women show active engagement in antislavery activities or debates. Post, a Quaker who was central to the abolitionist movement in Rochester, New York, wrote to Douglass to solicit
donations or publicity for antislavery fairs. Chapman, known as "William
Lloyd Garrison's lieutenant" in the Boston antislavery circles, and able to
strike fear in many a male activist, sent Douglass finances gathered from her
acquaintances in England. Stowe requested that Douglass confirm her depiction of southern plantation life in Uncle Tom's Cabin.
Furthermore, all three had no problem disagreeing with Douglass on a
variety of points. Post publicly challenged Douglass's assessment of the 1850
Rochester Anti-Slavery Fair. "Dost thou really wish to bring thy Western
New York Friends into disgrace," she chastised him, "and turn all donations
in another direction .... "10 In a later private letter, she wrote: "I do always
feel diffident in presuming to express any dissent from thy judgment, as I
know thy extraordinary clear vision, and logical powers of reasoning, very
10Amy Post to Frederick Douglass, Rochester, NY, 2 February 1850, Post Family Papers,
University of Rochester.
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easily puts my sage conclusions in a fog, and makes me feel like the merest
baby before thee .... " Nevertheless, she continued in her letter to debate
him on a point of serious concern to abolitionists, the role of violence in the
movement, by writing: "I cannot feel happy about thee, since thy conclusion
to give slave catchers a blood-hound reception."ll
Stowe also disputed Douglass on matters central to the abolitionist movement. "I have noticed with regret, your sentiments on two subjects," she
wrote, "the church-& African Colonization .... "12 Douglass was not fond of
one and opposed the other, while Stowe supported both. Chapman, in her
letter, expressed her displeasure that Douglass had broken away from his
Boston supporters in order to publish his newspaper in New York, a move
that had alienated William Lloyd Garrison and his other allies in New
England. "I regretted, and still regret in common with all your Boston
friends," she wrote, "that one whom we so highly value, and from whom we
hope so much, should be subjected to the harassing anxieties and heavy
financial responsibilities of a perplexing business operation .... " Ever opposing the use of political parties and the legal system to end slavery, Stowe
expressed her pleasure at "the annihilation of the Liberty Party," which she
referred to as a "half-way political movement." 13 Each woman demonstrated
a respect and admiration for Douglass, yet also a willingness to debate him
on particular points of importance not only to them, but also to the movement as a whole.
This paltry number of letters from female correspondents definitely limits the direct voice of women in the Douglass Papers' volumes. Yet, even in
the letters in which Douglass responds to the no longer extant feminine missives, their voices and actions are more readily discernable than in previous
volumes. Through his responses, readers learn that women supported
Douglass financially, challenged him to delineate his positions on issues of
importance to them, and showed concern for his family life.
Douglass's repeated letters of gratitude to ladies' antislavery societies and
sewing circles for their donations highlight their activities, and his awareness
of the iJ?portance of their activities in supporting his career. "I beg that you
will accept for yourself, and for the excellent Ladies' composing the society,
1l Amy Post to Frederick Douglass, Rochester, NY, late August 1850. Post Family Papers,
University of Rochester.
12Harriet Beecher Stowe to Frederick Douglass, Brunswick, Maine, 9 July 1851,
Acquisitions, Stowe-Day Memorial Library and Historical Foundation.
13M aria Weston Chapman, Paris, France, 22 September 1848, Weston Sisters Papers,
American Anti-Slavery Collection, Boston Public Library.
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my heartfelt thanks," he wrote to Susan Farley Porter, whose sewing circle
had just donated $233 to him, "not more for the valuable donation, than for
the kind, appreciation of my Labors which it implies."14 Similarly, in
October 1847, he wrote toJulia Griffiths, "Please accept my warmest and sincerest thanks, and extend the same to the many kind friends who co-operated with you in presenting to me the most excellent and valuable collection
of books, pamphlets, tracts, and pictures, which through your own persevering industry, have just come to hand."15
Griffiths seems to have continued to inquire about the financial wellbeing of Douglass's enterprises, as indicated by Douglass'S letter six months
later in which he wrote: "Do accept my warmist thanks for the unfaltering
interest which you continues to take in my humble welfare."16 He continued
his missive by explaining the problems that he had in finding and keeping
subscribers to the North Star. A month later, in May 1848, a British circular
containing the names of fourteen women, including Griffiths, was published,
calling for donations to the Rochester Anti-Slavery Fair that helped to support Douglass's paperY Another circular requesting donations and subscriptions for the North Star appeared at the same time, listing male collectors
who were all related to the women endorsing the Rochester fair. IS Douglass,
then, seems to have understood the influence that Griffiths wielded in the
British antislavery movement. Without directly requesting aid, he suggested
his difficulties to her, and she sprang into action. I9 In 1849, Griffiths moved
to Rochester to assist Douglass in running the North Star; and his later references to her in his letters to others indicate that she became an important
business collaborator. Taken together, these letters demonstrate that
Griffiths, Porter, and Post by organizing women in England and Rochester,
New York, helped sustain Douglass financially, allowing him to carryon his
antislavery work.
I4Frederick Douglass to Susan Farley Porter, Rochester, NY, 27 March 1852, Porter
Fal!lily Papers, University of Rochester.
bFrederick Douglass to Julia Griffiths, Lynn, Mass., 13 October 1847, National AntiSlavery Standard, 13 January 1848.
I6Frederick Douglass to Julia Griffiths, Rochester, NY, 28 April 1848, Frederick
Douglass Papers, Library of Congress.
17Circular for Rochester Anti-Slavery Bazaar, [c. May 1848), Samuel May Jr. Papers,
American Antislavery Collection, Boston Public Library.
18Circular advertising North Star in Britain, [co May 1848], Samuel May Jr. Papers,
American Antislavery Collection, Boston Public Library.
19Douglass's rivals in the antislavery movement also recognized Griffiths's influence, as
indicated by their very negative reaction to her efforts to organize on Douglass's behalf
and their efforts to slander the friendship between the two. This subject, however, is
beyond the scope of this paper.
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Other letters from Douglass show that women also challenged him to
delineate his positions on particular ideological points. In a letter to British
abolitionist Elizabeth Pease, Douglass wrote: "You ask me if I go with friend
Garrison on the non resistant principle. In answer, I think there is a slight
difference between us." He then outlined his position, "to use Physical force
to restrain persons bent upon the commission of crime."20 This is the first
time in the volume that he mentions his ideological differences with his
patrons, and on such an important matter as the role of self-defense, which
Garrison's supporters had eschewed.
Another letter shows women soliciting Douglass's aid in their own struggle for liberation. In 1848, he responded to a letter from Elizabeth
McClintock by writing, "To be sure I will do myself the pleasure of accepting your kind invitation, to attend the proposed woman's convention at
seneca falls."21 This is the first direct mention of this first women's rights
meeting in the project's volumes and Douglass's earliest action in support of
women's rights. When William Lloyd Garrison had taken a similar stand
only eight years earlier at the World Antislavery Convention in London,
England, by sympathizing with the women who had been barred from
speaking at that meeting, the American antislavery movement had fractured.
Douglass, by 1848, had begun alienating many of the Garrisonians, not only
by starting his own newspaper, but also by seeking the patronage of people
like Gerrit Smith, who believed that the Constitution of the United States did
not inherently support slavery and political action could therefore be used to
end slavery. Yet, those who had opposed the full participation of women in
the abolitionist movement, who had barred them from speaking at the World
Antislavery Conference, and who had broken away from the Garrisonians in
1840, subscribed to those very same principles. Douglass, in openly supporting women's rights at this particular juncture in his career, began to
define his own brand of antislavery thought, one that would embrace the tactic of political action supported by one side of the antislavery movement and
the concept of full gender and racial equality endorsed by the other. Women
became the agents of this development because, through his conversations
with women, Douglass found a means to refine his ideas. Feminine contributions to his career thus also extended beyond their material support.
20Frederick Douglass to Elizabeth Pease, Belfast, Ireland, 6 July 1846, Oswald G. Villard
Collection, Houghton Library, Harvard UniverSity.
21Frederick Douglass to Elizabeth McClintock, Rochester, NY, 14July 1848, private collection of Mary Beth Neely, received by the Frederick Douglass Papers project from Mary
Gordon, ed., Elizabeth Cady Stanton-Susan B. Anthony Papers project.
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The letters to women also allow readers a rare glimpse into Douglass's
private life and interpersonal relationships through the information that he
directly reveals in his confidences to the women and through the tone of the
interaction in the letters themselves. Douglass's relationship with his first
wife, Anna Murray Douglass, has provoked much speculation among historians because so little information has survived about her.22 She did not
write to her husband nor did she keep any record of herself. Their marriage
also seemed strained to outsiders, and many of Douglass's white friends suggested to one another that he had married beneath himself, and that Anna
was not "in all respects a companion for him."23 Douglass's letters reveal the
tension in his marriage, but also his level of concern for his wife. ''Anne has
not been well-or very good humored since we came here," he wrote to the
Mott sisters, Lydia and Abigail, just after the Douglass family had moved to
Rochester, a sudden change that Douglass imposed upon his family in
November 1847. "She however looks better-as I feel better today. We are a
weak set of mortals."24 In 1843, he wrote to Maria Weston Chapman, "I
have received a few lines from my wife asking for means to carry on household affairs. I have not to send hir. Will you please see that she is provided
with $25 or $30."25 During his trip to England he worried that she was
looked after. "Your devotion to my little boys your attention to Dear Anna,"
he wrote to his friend, Harriet Bailey, " ... has made you double Dear to me
... What you do for Anna and my children I shall consider as done to myself
.... "26 When he decided to extend his stay, he lamented to IsabelJennings,
"I had already written to my Anna telling her to expect me home on the 20th
Nov. It will cost her some pain." Clearly not effusive in his emotions about
his wife, he exhibited a dutiful devotion to her care, if not a great concern
for her desires. His statements to Bailey also suggest a patronizing attitude in
its assumption that his wife required supervision. This seems doubly insulting when reading his further request that Bailey "Read the enclosed letter
22The document containing the most information about Douglass's first wife is an essay,
"My Mother As I Recall Her" (1900; Washington, D.C., 1923), written by Rosetta
Douglass Sprague, in both memory and defense of Anna Murray Douglass.
23Isabel Jennings to Maria Weston Chapman, Cork, Ireland., 2 August 1847, Weston
Sisters Papers, American Antislavery Collection, Boston Public Library.
24Frederick Douglass to Abigail and Lydia Mott, Rochester, NY, 21 February 1848, Ida
Harper Papers, Art Collections and Botanical Gardens, Huntingdon Library.
25Frederick Douglass to Maria Weston Chapman, Cambridge, Indiana, 10 September
1843, Weston Sisters Papers, American Anti-Slavery Collection, Boston Public Library.
26Frederick Douglass to Harriet Bailey, [England), 16 May 1846, "Small Backlog,"
Frederick Douglass Papers, Library of Congress.
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which 1 send to my Dear Anna over and over again till she can fully understand its contents,"27 and which he repeated in the next letter: "I want you
to read over and over again until Dear Anna shall fully understand their contents."28
Douglass's relationships with the other women in his household seem to
have a similar tone, even as they reveal important information about the
workings of that household. Douglass had sent his daughter, Rosetta, away
to school when she was only nine years old. At that age, most girls would
have been serving an apprenticeship in housekeeping under their mothers,
learning the labor of managing an early industrial era household, providing
child care for younger siblings, and assisting in piecework taken in by the
household. Douglass, however, sent his daughter not to a school in nearby
Boston, but in Albany, New York, where she would learn skills such as
sewing and cooking from white women rather than her own mother. He corresponded with these white women, Lydia and Abigail Mott, about Rosetta's
progress. "I am not tired of hearing from my Dear Rosetta," he wrote to the
sisters, but hinted "I should like once more to see her hand writing." He
wanted to know "that she is behaving like a nice Dear Daughter of Frederick
Douglass."29 Not only had Douglass dictated the extreme terms of Rosetta's
education, but he also insisted that she identify herself as his daughter and
act accordingly, with no reference to her mother.
The most fully realized of these familial relationships in letters appears in
the unusual correspondence that Douglass carried on with Harriet Bailey
Adams, alias of Ruth Cox Adams. Adams, a fugitive slave from Maryland,
lived with the Douglass family from 1842 to 1847. The letters that he wrote
to her during his first journey to England in 1845-47 reveal that he considered her a close friend. He confided his loneliness and depression to her,
writing: "I am miserable-unhappy-and it seems 1 must so live and Die."30
On another occasion, he confessed, "Harriet 1 got real low spirits a few days
- ago - quite down at the mouth. 1 felt worse than 'get out.' My under lip
hung like that of a motherless colt .. .1 was in a terrible mood-'dats a fac!'"
He alleviated this mood by playing his violin, but found solace in her "lov27Frederick Douglass to Harriet Bailey, [England), 16 May 1846, "Small Backlog,"
Frederick Douglass Papers, Library of Congress.
28Frederick Douglass to Harriet Bailey, Belfast, Ireland, 17 July 1846, "Small Backlog,"
Frederick Douglass Papers, Library of Congress.
29Frederick Douglass to Abigail and Lydia Mott, Rochester, NY, 21 February 1848, Ida
Han>er Papers, Art Collections and Botanical Gardens, Huntingdon Library.
30Frederick Douglass to Harriet Bailey, Leamington, England, 31 January 1847, "Small
Backlog," Frederick Douglass Papers, Library of Congress.
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ing letters" that had "made you doubly Dear to me." Their intimacy appears
also in his use of dialect, including, '''ole missus-is you got any ting for poor
nigger to eat!!!"31 Moreover, he relied upon her advice, writing: "Speak Dear
Harriet just what you think-even though differ from me. I will love you all
the more for speaking out."32
Yet, his toleration for dissenting opinions did not mask that essentially
patriarchal attitude toward matters of his family that he had demonstrated in
his letters about Anna and Rosetta. Harriet's announcement of her engagement to Perry F. Adams of Springfield, Massachusetts, apparently did not
reach Douglass in England. So, when she requested that he purchase a wedding dress for her, his reaction was "shocked and surprised .... " He then
proceeded to chastise her for having become engaged without consulting
him. "You don't honor me so much as to ask my advice," he wrote, "Now
My Dear Harriet-this is not treating me well-it is not treating me as a sister
ought to treat a brother." He continued to vent his frustration, fearing that
she had chosen an "ignorant and unlearned person," or "some ignorant-idle
worthless person unable to take care of you or himself either." "The man
who marries you," he counseled, "should remember he takes you from a
brothers house and a brothers home-and he should at least see that you
have as good a home after marriage as before marriage."33 Douglass's brotherly concern seems almost tinged with jealousy at a man whose identity he
does not yet know. This feeling escalated to fury. In the next extant letter, he
wrote, "It was with no little pain, that I spoke as I did to you - in the letter
asking you to leave my house." He begged her forgiveness, "now almost persuaded that I have done you serious injustice." "If you have not absolutely
resolved to leave," he continued, "I now wish you to stay in my family."34
Bailey, for her part, seems to have remained with the Douglass family until
her marriage in November 1847, but the two did not resume their correspondence for another fifty years.
His close friendship with Lydia and Abigail Mott also began to fall apart
over time. Early in their correspondence, Douglass not only entrusted his
31 Frederick Douglass to Harriet Bailey, [England] 16 May 1846, "Small Backlog,"
Frederick Douglass Papers, Library of Congress.
32Frederick Douglass to Harriet Bailey, Belfast, Ireland, 17 July 1846, "Small Backlog,"
Frederick Douglass Papers, Library of Congress.
33Frederick Douglass to Harriet Bailey, London, England, 18 August 1846, "Small
Backlog," Frederick Douglass Papers, Library of Congress.
34Frederick Douglass to Harriet Bailey, Leamington, England, 31 January 1846, "Small
Backlog," Frederick Douglass Papers, Library of Congress. The letter in which Douglass
dismissed Bailey from his house is not known to have survived.
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daughter to their care, but he also turned to the sisters for educated discussions. Douglass's earliest extant letter to Abigail in 1846, an excerpt of which
she sent to the Albany Evening Journal for publication, details his love of
Robert Burns's verse as he describes a visit to the birthplace of the Scottish
poet. "Read his poems," Douglass begged Mott, "and as I know you are no
admirer of Burns, read it to gratify your friend Frederick."35 Douglass seems
to have believed that Mott, a former teacher, could provide useful insight to
his observations and understand Douglass's appreciation for the poet, even
if she did not herself like him. The Motts, however, provided more than literary conversation, lending their support and understanding to his struggles.
"Many thanks for the subscribers," he wrote to the sisters for their help in
finding support for his struggling newspaper in 1848. He added his gratitude
to "Dear Lydia, for her kind words," in his defense of desegregated education and discussed his troubles in explaining the divisions within the antislavery movement to its British supporters. 36 Douglass, then, seems to have
turned to Lydia and Abigail for sympathy.
Thus opens a mystery when Abigail died in 1850. Douglass responded to
a request from Susan B. Anthony by refusing to run an obituary of his old
friend. "There are considerations," he wrote, "connected with the well
known relations subsisting between myself and the departed friend which
makes a eulogy on her - forgiving disposition - somewhat out of place in the
'North Star.' Reference to this matter is exceedingly painful to me," he continued, and "is, one which I do not feel at full liberty to explain. "37
That this letter, and this disagreement, came from Susan B. Anthony also
provokes another question. Years later, in the battle to ratify the fifteenth
amendment, the abolitionist and woman's rights movement split when one
faction opposed the amendment because it did not include women while
another was willing to overlook women's exclusion in order to preserve what
gains had been won for black men. Anthony and Douglass found themselves
on opposing sides. This early letter, however, suggests that their differences
predated the Reconstruction era and were more complicated than opposition or support of the fifteenth amendment. 38
35Frederick Douglass to Abigail Mott, Ayr, Scotland, 23 April 1846, Liberator, 17 July
1846.
36Frederick Douglass to Abigail and Lydia Mott, Rochester, NY, 21 February 1848, Ida
Ha!"per Papers, Art Collections and Botanical Gardens, Huntingdon Ubrary.
37Frederick Douglass to Susan B. Anthony, Rochester, NY, [Autumn] 1850, Ida Harper
Papers, Art Collections and Botanical Gardens, Huntingdon Ubrary.
31!For greater discussion of this rift in the woman's rights movement, see Ellen Carol
DuBois, Feminism and Suffrage: The Emergence of an Independent Women's Movement
in America, 1848-1869 (Ithaca: Cornell UniverSity Press, 1978.
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Douglass's association with Maria Weston Chapman also becomes the
clash of two strong wills when reading his letters to her. The first, written
from Cambridge, Indiana, in September 1843, describes in great detail various meetings of the "Hundred Conventions" antislavery speaking tour of the
Midwest. A second letter, written a year later, enclosed an essay for the gift
book, the Liberty Bell, which she edited. A third letter, written two years later,
thanked her for a copy of a later edition of the Liberty Bell. Thus far, Douglass
demonstrated a clear understanding of Chapman's administrative role, particularly in handling finances.
In the third letter, however, Chapman's distrust of Douglass's ability to
manage money becomes quite evident from his reaction to her. In defense
of his placing the advertisement for the Anti-Slavery Bazaar in the Irish edition of his Narrative, he wrote "I have done so from no sordid motive .... "
He pointed to his own pecuniary sacrifice for the abolition movement, writing that he, "Lived in a small house paid a small rent, in-dulged in no luxuries-glad to get the common necessaries of life-and followed on with a glad
heart and willing mind-in the thin but brave ranks of our noble pioneer
William Lloyd Garrison." The cause for this defense was an attack that
Chapman had made upon Douglass to Irish publisher Richard Webb. "I
went forth feeling my self armed with the confidence reposed in me by your
self ... " he wrote; but he soon learned, " ... you betray a want of confidence
in me as a man, and an abolitionist, utterly inconsistent with all the facts in
the history of my connection with the Antislavery enterprise."39 Taken in
this context, Chapman's letter to Douglass now seems one of veiled hostility
or at least of a woman with strong opinions restraining herself. The two
required one another's skills in the abolition movement-he her organizational abilities and she his oratorical gifts-but her condescension and his
desire for independence were at odds. 4o
Amy Post also acted as a patron to Douglass, but the relationship between
the two was clearly of a different timbre than that between Douglass and
Chapman. Douglass's first letter to Post indicates that the two had established
a professional relationship as early as 1846. Post challenged Chapman's
dominance in the antislavery movement by enlisting Douglass to promote
39Frederick Douglass to Maria Weston Chapman, Kilmarnock, Scotland, 29 March
1846, Weston Sisters Papers, American Anti-Slavery Collection, Boston Public Library.
40This animosity becomes more apparent in reading her letters to others in regard to
Douglass, whom she characterized as "never trustworthy." Maria Weston Chapman to
John B. Estlin, Paris, 9 March 1852, Weston Sisters Papers, American Anti-Slavery
Collection, Boston Public Library.
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her Rochester Anti-Slavery Fair while he toured Britain. Douglass, at the
same time, promoted Chapman's Boston fair, and admitted "All the abolitionists whom 1 should hope to interest in your fair-have their efforts no
pledged to the Bazaar at Boston." Nevertheless, he agreed to help Post and
wrote: "I cannot but admire the perseverance and determination which you
indicate in the course you have marked out."41 This struggle between the
two fairs continued into 1848, as Douglass wrote to Post about Chapman's
solicitation of donations in competition with Post's bazaar. 42 Other women
also hoped to lure Douglass from the Boston organization as suggested by his
responses to letters from Ruth Dugdale and Cornelia Cowles in which he
regretted not relocating to Ohio, rather than New York, from Massachusetts.
These letters to Dugdale and Cowles also indicate that the Western AntiSlavery Society for which both women worked was not as much under the
influence of the American Anti-Slavery SoCiety's Boston leadership as historians have previously believed.
Douglass's contentious exchanges with Chapman also raise the possibility that he courted Post's favor as a means of asserting independence from
the Boston "clique." Yet, unlike his correspondence with Chapman at this
time, Douglass clearly felt free to discuss more personal matters with Post.
"My Dear Amy," he wrote, "I am living a singular life. Every thing is so different here from what 1 have been accustomed to in the United States ... 1
am sometimes fearful it will unfit me for the proslavery kicks and cuffs at
home .... " He also reminisced about a prior meeting with Post in Rochester,
when: "You loved me and treated me as a brother before the world knew me
as it now does - & when my friends were fewer than they now are."43
Eventually, finances threatened this friendship, as well. Very quickly after
its inception in 1847, the North Star fell upon difficult times, not unusual for
antislavery papers, particularly those run by African-Americans. Investors,
however, were not as understanding, and these included Amy and her hus41Frederick Douglass to Amy Post, Edinburgh, Scotland, 28 April 1846, Post Family
Papers, University of Rochester. Post also wrote to Chapman at the same time, requesting
that the American Anti-Slavery Society, for which Chapman worked, allow the Rochesterbased Western New York Anti-Slavery Society to employ Douglass as an agent, because
"No man has ever been amongst us who in our opinion is qualified for usefulness in the
antislavery field." Amy Post to Maria Weston Chapman, Rochester, NY, 1 May 1846,
Weston Sisters Papers, American Anti-Slavery Collection, Boston Public Library.
42Frederick Douglass to Amy Post, Albany, NY, 30 January 1848, Post Family Papers,
University of Rochester.
43Frederick Douglass to Amy Post, Edinburgh, Scotland, 28 April 1846, Post Family
Papers, University of Rochester.
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band, Isaac, as well as members of the Western New York Anti-Slavery
Society. Members of this organization proposed that the finances of the North
Star be placed in the hands of a committee that would oversee the business
operations of the paper. Should Douglass not agree to such a committee, the
Society would not donate any further funds to the paper, a move apparently
supported by Post. "I feel grieved at your declaration of intention not to vote
in favor of any further donations to the Star until I put the economical concerns of the paper under the charge of a committee," Douglass wrote to Amy
Post, "These were strange words to me-and you were the last person from
whom I should have expected them."44 Again, he charged, "Such a course
would be degrading to me as a man .... " The matter was then handed over
to a man, Isaac Post. This did not prevent Amy and Douglass from disagreeing on finances in the future, however, such as their differing assessment of the success of the 1850 fair.
Nor did the two cease disagreement at all, for the Posts drifted into spiritualism and their efforts to bring Douglass along met with his own particular
brand of disapproval for which he made a written semi-apology since, "yourself and Husband have thought me reprehensible for my conduct."45
Nonetheless, Post and Douglass maintained their friendship regardless of disagreements and probably because Post was able to retreat or finesse major
differences in ways that Chapman was either unwilling or unable to.
Allowing a committee headed by her husband to intervene in the North Star
finances, agreeing to disagree about spiritualism, and padding her criticism
with self-deprecation and flattery of Douglass helped her keep peace
between Douglass and herself.
The Correspondence series should prove to be the most important published by the Douglass Papers project. In this series, women are given a
voice, either directly or implied through Douglass's responses to their letters,
as active participants in Douglass's life and work. The letters demonstrate
that his relationships with these women were nuanced, revealing the complexities of ideas and gender relationships within the antislavery movement,
as well as of the individuals involved in that movement. This is both particularly true and important in regard to Douglass himself because, as he was
engaged in the struggle for human equality, he also attempted to translate
44Frederick Douglass to Amy Post, Macedon, NY, 11 September 1849, Post Family
P~ers, University of Rochester.

.'>Frederick Douglass to Amy Post, Rochester, NY, [5 April 1850), Post Family Papers,
University of Rochester.
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those ideals into his personal life. These letters show how he succeeded in
doing so, but also reveal the limits that his era placed upon the most progressive of individuals in fully realizing and living their ideals. By publishing
these letters, the Frederick Douglass Papers project has caught up with
research on women in nineteenth-century reform movements, enabling students of Douglass to enhance and surpass previous scholarship on the man,
his ideas on gender, and his relationships with the women who were so crucial to his life.
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REVIEW

Autobiography by Proxy;
Or, Pastiche as Prologue
James E. Guba
Paul M. Zall, ed., Lincoln on Lincoln (Lexington: University Press of
Kentucky, 1999), 198 pp.; Franklin on Franklin (Lexington: University Press
of Kentucky, 2000), 315 pp.;Jefferson onJefferson (Lexington: University Press
of Kentucky, 2002), 160 pp.; Washington on Washington (Lexington:
University Press of Kentucky, 2003), 164 pp.; and Adams on Adams
(Lexington: University Press of Kentucky, 2004), 181 pp.

"I

had rather glide gently down the stream of life, leaving it to posterity to think & say what they please of me, than by any act of mine
to have vanity or ostentation attributed to me." Thus wrote George
Washington to his friend the physician James Craik on 25 March 1784, a few
months after retiring to Mount Vernon upon his resignation as commander
in chief of the Continental Army. Among Washington's contemporaries,
Benjamin Franklin, John Adams, and Thomas Jefferson during their own
retirements composed autobiographical fragments, blending irony and
apologetics into narratives that ended with events near the midpoints of their
respective lives. Eschewing memoirs and initially reluctant even to authorize
a contemporary biography, Washington eventually relented. A former aidede-camp, Col. David Humphreys, was among the first to examine the general's meticulously preserved manuscripts that would contribute not only
toward a brief sketch of Cincinnatus returned to the plough, but also toward
any history of the new American nation.
Paul M. Zall, professor emeritus of English at California State University
at Los Angeles and research scholar at the Huntington Library, has taken up
Washington's invitation "to pqsterity to think & say what they please" by
completing "autobiographies" left unfinished or never written by several
preeminent Americans. He is perhaps best known as one of the editors,
together with J. A. Leo Lemay, of the Center for Editions of American
Authors' approved genetic text and subsequent critical edition of Franklin's
Autobiography (Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 1981; New York:
Norton, 1986). The prolific Dr. Zall has also built upon his study of early
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modern English jestbooks to produce several collections of eighteenth- and
nineteenth-century American witticisms and humorous sketches. In a series
of imaginative and entertaining volumes for the University Press of
Kentucky, the editor and the anecdotalist meet.
How does one write another man's autobiography? Zall most clearly
describes his method, along with his selection and transcription policies, in
his first venture, Lincoln on Lincoln. In order to "tell a story of Abraham
Lincoln's life in his own words," Zall starts with two sketches prepared by
Lincoln for the 1860 presidential campaign and then interpolates "extracts
from correspondence, speeches, interviews, and reliable reports" along with
brief transitional passages (Lincoln, ix, 1-2). Interested in more than just the
public career, the editor also selects documents that reveal "personality,"
"inner struggle," and "powerful feelings" (ibid., 1, 3). Admitting that the use
of excerpts with only occasional indication of omissions "weakens the
integrity of Lincoln's documents," Zall defends his emendations on the basis
of readability, a desire to keep the focus upon Lincoln rather than the editor,
and his citations to manuscripts and printed texts (ibid., 3-4, 175). The documents or their accompanying notes include the date and the name of the
reCipient in addition to the citation. The apparatus is enhanced by a chronology, an index listing letters received and other topics, and a brief commentary on the manuscripts, printed editions, and other significant works used.
With greater or lesser detail and success, Zall employs the same approach in
each of his subsequent volumes: begin with an autobiographical kernel written by his subject, supplement it with other writings, and where possible
reveal the private rather than the public man.
It is no surprise that Zall's most satisfactory volume is on Benjamin
Franklin, the subject of his particular expertise. Franklin on Franklin reveals
the virtues and vices of an idiosyncratic method. The volume is not merely
a new version of the Autobiography, which in any event ends before the final
three decades of Franklin's life. With a clear statement on editorial policy,
generous attribution to prior scholarship, and an elegant essay on Franklin's
own layers of revision to the Autobiography, Zall prepares the reader for a
fresh look at a deceptively familiar text and life. Employing to good use the
aforementioned genetic text based upon Franklin's unique holograph, Zall as
editor strips away changes to the original draft. Zall as anecdotalist boldly
continues by rearranging text and interspersing excerpts from Franklin's
journal and other writings in order to clarify and then complete the narrative
to include his subject'S death.
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The immediate gains of readability and continuity arrive at a cost. Only
by following every citation back to the pertinent source, most of which cover
multiple pages, will a reader perceive the frequent but unannounced alterations. In the eighth chapter, for one example, some but not all consecutive
journal entries are quoted, and, of those included, sentences and sometimes
paragraphs are silently pared (Franklin, 69-78, 291; Papers of Benjamin
Franklin [New Haven: Yale University Press], 1:72-100). There are some
slight lapses in the transcription policy, as the reader is not informed that
contracted words are expanded but ampersands are retained (Franklin,
79-80). Some notes contain minor errors in page citations, while the corresponding numbers for others are inexplicably missing entirely from the text
(ibid., 291nn.6 and 10; 127-29, 292nn.7 and 9). What would elsewhere be
trifling oversights loom larger given the deliberate, complicated, and otherwise untraceable pattern of interweaving texts. To be fair, the volume provides no less than promised, and if the resulting work fits no modern genre,
such as documentary edition or biography, its verisimilitude hearkens back
to the early modern memoir.
The three subsequent reconstructed memoirs follow similar patterns.
ThomasJefferson wrote an autobiographical fragment from January toJuly
1821, and excerpts from this unique manuscript at the Library of Congress
form the framework upon which Zall stitches epistolary patches to create his
Jefferson on Jefferson. The transcription statement, notes, and index are
severely reduced in detail from the previous volumes, leaving the casual
reader with even fewer clues as to what precisely is at hand. In an account
that begins with the words "At the age of 77," it is peculiar that the date of
this writing does not appear, and, aside from the book's Library of Congress
Cataloging-in-Publication Data, the year of Jefferson's birth is not mentioned. The volume Adams on Adams, although as lively and amusing as its
predecessors, is based neither upon manuscripts nor the modern scholarly
edition "[o]ut of respect for The Adams Papers' copyrights" (Adams, ix).
Relying instead entirely upon other printed editions, mainly from the nineteenth century with "their various styles here made uniform" (ibid.), the
work thus falls outside the proper scope of this review. Zall's other volume
in the series, Washington on Washington, is the most problematic. Except for a
few pages of "Remarks" primarily on the 1754-55 military campaigns that he
wrote in 1787 for the benefit of his biographer, Col. David Humphreys,
George Washington left no autobiographical commentary. Deprived of a
ready framework analogous to those available for his previous works, Zall
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nonetheless attempts to apply his same methods of selection and editing to
the tens of thousands of documents that constitute Washington's diaries,
speeches, and outgoing correspondence.
In the main, the selection of documents to support the chosen themes of
Washington on Washington is unobjectionable. A curious introductory essay,
abridged from Zall's earlier book George Washington Laughing (Hamden, CT:
Archon Books, 1989), attributes to its subject the "Socratic style" adopted by
Benjamin Franklin, namely, outward humility and cultivated detachment at
the expense of innate conviviality and other emotions. A late printing
adjustment that shifted the front matter by two pages rather than authorial
error is doubtless responsible for the incorrect index entries for this introduction. In the body of the work, the reader encounters many familiar passages: excerpts from the "Rules of Civility," early diary entries about
surveying, contemporary and retrospective writing about the French and
Indian War, the two surviving letters to Martha Washington from 1775, and
lines from several of the more important speeches and addresses. Some less
familiar diary entries on travels in the 1780s and 1790s as well as letters to
younger relatives on the topics of finance and romance complement the
standard portrait. Parenthetic passages serve as unobtrusive transitions from
one excerpt to the next. Washington's role in the Revolutionary War and his
life-long attentiveness to plantation management, however, are gravely
underrepresented; the battlefield and the wheat field alike disclose a scrupulous and demanding steward of both time and resources, even more revealing of private character than an ironic aside in a diary.
Although the general content, with reservations, may be satisfactory, the
volume suffers from inaccuracy among its particular components. Unlike the
Lincoln and Franklin volumes, Washington on Washington offers little explanation of editorial policy beyond a few cryptic sentences. "Earlier drafts are
preferred" of the "manuscripts at the Library of Congress" which Zall uses
to tell this "story of George Washington's life in his own words" (Washington,
xxiv). These manuscripts are not otherwise identified with greater precision.
The u~stated transcription policy must be deduced by comparing print
against manuscript, from which it appears that the editor silently expands
contracted words and replaces ampersands but lets stand peculiarities of
eighteenth-century spelling, except when by design or oversight he does not.
For example, within three respective documents, the word "'tho" is both
expanded and retained, ampersands are similarly both replaced and
retained, and the contemporary misspelling "Supiness" appears, but a diph-
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thong in "economy" vanishes and "of" is silently emended to "off"
(Washington, 79,88,64). Because the Washington quotations may commence
from anywhere within a given sentence in a document, capitalization, punctuation, and paragraph breaks are also silently modified. Setting aside lapses
and inconsistencies in execution, these policies may be defensible when
stated forthrightly, as in the earlier volumes.
Of more significance, however, approximately one-eighth of the document excerpts examined for the present review contained at least one transcription error in the substantives. Most of these errors involve the simple
omission or substitution of single words. For example, Zall transcribes
"enemy this side of the grave" for "enemy on this side of the grave" and
"Having finished" for "Having now finished" (ibid., 56, 72); elsewhere he
transcribes "officers who were" for "officers as were" and "interest on it" for
"interest of it" (ibid., 58, 69). More striking are larger misreadings and omissions. In the General Orders to the Continental Army on 18 April 1783, the
eve of the anniversary of the Battles of Lexington and Concord, Washington
was not "endeavouring to stifle the feelings of Joy"; the passage in fact
begins, "The Commander in Chief far from endeavouring to stifle the feelings ofJoy ... " (ibid., 70). The opening of Washington's well-known letter to
Lafayette on 1 February 1784 announcing the return to "my own Vine & my
own Fig tree" at Mount Vernon transforms from "At length my Dear Marquis
I am become" into the bland ''At length I am now become" (ibid., 74).
This last example underscores the greater weakness of a book that is by
necessity rooted in letters rather than any major autobiographical text.
Again, unlike his volume on Lincoln, Zall's Washington in most cases omits
the date, place of composition, and recipient of each letter, and this information is not supplied in the notes. Whether this is a deliberate editorial
decision or one mandated by the University Press, it reinforces the universal, abstract, and Olympian image of Washington that Zall is trying to
replace. Letters sent to family members, such as siblings John Augustine
Washington and Betty Washington Lewis, to intimate friends, such as
Lafayette and James Craik, and to colleagues, such as Jay, Jefferson,
Hamilton, and Knox, become strangely anonymous. For example, in order
to learn that the aforementioned vine and fig tree letter was written to
Lafayette, especially since Washington used the phrase in other contemporary letters, a reader must turn to the notes, find the reference "Peon
1:87-88," and then track down the nearest copy of The Papers of George
Washington: Confederation Series, Vol. 1. This is necessary because Washington
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on Washington contains no index entry for Lafayette, or for any other letter
recipient as such. The loss of context greatly reduces the utility of the index
and, indeed, the entire volume. Further complicating matters, approximately
one-tenth of the citations list the incorrect documentary edition, volume, or
page number (e.g., chapter 5, endnotes 6, 13, and 7, respectively). For some
quotations there are no citations at all (e.g., GW to John Hancock, 14 July
1776, in Washington, 58-59, 147; PGW' Revolutionary War Series, 5:305-6). In
basic copyediting, at least, Dr. Zall has been ill served by the University Press
of Kentucky.
With his clever fabrications of autobiographies for five American statesmen, Paul M. Zall successfully restores some of the authentic energy and wit
to their characters. By obscuring the context and telling these stories from
the predominant vantage of his subjects' own words, he paradoxically renders them once again remote.
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Recent Editions
Compiled by Margaret Yergler
This quarterly bibliography of documentary editions recently published on
subjects in the fields of American and British history, literature, and culture
is generally restricted to scholarly first editions of English language works.
In addition to the bibliographical references Internet addresses are provided
for the editorial project or the publisher. To have publications included in
future quarterly lists, please send press materials or full bibliographic citations to Johanna Resler, Managing Editor, Documentary Editing, IUPUI,
Cavanaugh Hall 207, 425 UniverSity Boulevard, Indianapolis, Indiana
46202-5140. Or email: jeresler@iupui.edu.

ARMSTRONG, MARY. Seven Eggs Today: The Diaries of
Mary Armstrong, 1859-1869. Edited by Jackson Webster
Armstrong. Waterloo, Ontario: Wilfrid Laurier University
;Press, 2004.224 pp. $49.95. ISBN 0889204403. These well1 annotated diaries reveal the daily concerns and interests of a
, middle-class woman in Toronto, as well as her feelings about
local and national identity before and after confederation.

http://www.wlupress.wlu.ca

ARNALL, WILLIAM. The Case of Opposition Stated, Between the
Craftsmen and the People. Edited by Simon Varey. Lewisburg, PA: Bucknell
University Press, 2003. 24 pp. $40.00. ISBN 0838755534. This document is
an eighteenth-century pamphlet funded by the Walpole administration; the
edition includes a scholarly introduction and notes.

http://www.departments.bucknell.edu/univ_press

, JANE LADY CORNWALLIS. The Private
Correspondence ofJane Lady Cornwallis Bacon, 1613-1644.
by Joanna Moody. Madison, NJ: Fairleigh Dickinson
Press, 2003. 328 pp. $47.50. ISBN 0838639852.
letters of a privileged woman in Jacobean and Stuart
include comments on social customs, political
events, and important figures of the time, and are complemented by sixteen illustrations and extensive notes.
nTpr'~1nT

http://insidefdu.edulfdupress
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BARLOW, FRANCIS C. Fear Was Not in Him: The Civil War Letters of
General Francis C. Barlow, U.S.A. Edited by Christian G. Samito. Bronx,
NY: Fordham University Press, 2004. 320 pp. $55.00. ISBN 082322323X.
This correspondence with eminent figures of the day, such as Ralph Waldo
Emerson, John M. Forbes, and Samuel G. Howe, describes experiences at
Gettysburg and Spotsylvania, as well as illuminating the Northern intellectual response to the war.
http://www.fordhampress.com.
BROWN, JOHN CLIFFORD. Gentleman Soldier: john Clifford Brown
and the Philippine-American War. Edited by Joseph P. McCallus. College
Station: Texas A&M University Press, 2003. 320 pp. $39.95. ISBN
1585442747. The annotated journal written by a soldier in 1899 includes
information about the annexation and colonization of the Philippines by the
United States.
http://www.tamu.edu/upress
BRYANT, EMMA SPAULDING. Emma Spaulding Bryant: Civil War
Bride, Carpetbagger's Wife, Ardent Feminist-Letters 1860-1900. Edited by
Ruth Douglas Currie. Bronx, NY: Fordham University Press, 2004. 530 pp.
$75.00. ISBN 082322273X. Letters of a teacher, suffragist, and officer in the
Women's Christian Temperance Union to her husband.
http://www.fordhampress.com
BOLIVAR JR., AND JOSEPH
Seven Stars: The Okinawa Battle Diaries of
Bolivar Buckner, Jr., and joseph Stilwell. Edited by
Evan Sarantakes. College Station: Texas A&M
nnTPr<:,nl Press, 2004. 224 pp. $29.95. ISBN 158544294l.
diaries illustrate the thoughts of two very different generals and offer an exploration of leadership in this pivotal battle.
http://www.tamu.edulupress
COMEY, HENRY NEWTON. A Legacy of Valor: The Memoirs and Letters
of Captain Henry Newton Comey, 2nd Massachusetts Infantry. Edited by
Lyman Richard Corney. Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 2004. 312
pp. $38.00. ISBN 1572332476. The letters, memoirs, and diary of an enlisted
man and officer include descriptions of the Civil War battles of Cedar
Mountain, Chancellorsville, Brandy Station, and Gettysburg.
http://www.utpress.org
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CONRAD, JOSEPH. joseph Conrad: Notes on Life and Letters. Edited by
Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press,
2004. 504 pp. $110.00. ISBN 0521561639. Twenty-six essays present
Conrad's views on current events, including World War I, as well as his literary interests.
http://www.cup.org

J. H. Stape and S. W. Reid.

DRUMMOND, EDWARD WILLIAM. A Confederate Yankee: The
journal of Edward William Drummond, a Confederate Soldier from Maine.
Edited by Roger S. Durham. Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 2003.
208 pp. ISBN 157233276X. A Northerner who fought for the Confederacy
following his marriage to a Southern woman records his experiences as a
sergeant and later prisoner of war in New York and Ohio.
http://www. utpress. org
HEILMAN, ROBERT B. Robert B. Heilman and Eric Voegelin: A
Friendship in Letters, 1944-1984. Edited and with an introduction by
Charles R. Embry. Foreword by Champlin B. Heilman. Columbia:
University of Missouri Press, 2004. 352 pp. $49.95. ISBN 0826215076.
Correspondence between the two scholars includes personal news and academic gossip, as well as the ideas and thoughts that formed their developing
philosophi es.
http://www. umsystem. edu/upress
HEWITf, H. Kent. The Memoirs of H. Kent Hewitt. Edited by Evelyn M.
Cherpak. Newport, RI: Naval War College Press, 2004. 290 pp. $19.95.
ISBN 1884733204. This volume presents the naval career of a four-star
admiral who planned and led four major amphibious invasions in North
Africa and Europe during World War II.
http://www.nwc.navy.millpressl
IREDELL,JAMES. The Papers o/james Iredell, VoL 3. Edited
by Donna Kelly and Lang Baradell. Raleigh: North Carolina
Office of Archives and History, 2004. 583 pp. $37.10. ISBN
0865263108. This volume covers the years 1784-89, including
correspondence about Iredell's law practice, his work on ratification of the Constitution of the United States, and the founding of the University of North Carolina.
http://www.ncpublications.com
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IROQUOIS NATION. Nation Iroquoise: A Seventeenth-Century
Ethnography of the Iroquois. Edited by Jose Antonio Brandao; translated by
Jose Antonio Brandao with K. Janet Ritch. Lincoln: University of Nebraska
Press, 2003. 150 pp. $40.00. ISBN 0803213239. This original French and
English translation of an unsigned document describes life among the
Oneida Iroquois, including information about the Iroquois Confederacy.
http://www. nebraskapress .unl. edu

JAMES, HENRY. Beloved Boy: Letters to Hendrik C. Andersen, 1899-1915.
Edited by Rosella Mamoli Zorzi; introduction by Millicent Bell.
Charlottesville: University of Virginia, 2004. 224 pp. $24.95. ISBN
0813922704. These letters, nearly half previously unpublished, document
the devotion of James toward the young Norwegian-American sculptor, in
their largely epistolary friendship.
http://www.upress.virginia.edu

JOHNSON, SAMUEL. The Yale Edition of the Works of SamuelJohnson,
Vol. XVII: A Commentary on Mr. Pope's Principles of Morality, or Essay on
Man. Edited by O. M. Brack. New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 2004.
496 pp. $75.00. ISBN 0300092709. The first scholarly edition of Johnson's
translation ofJean Pierre de Crousaz's Commentaire sur la traduction en vers de
M. Abbe du Resnel, de l'essai de M. Pope sur l'homme first published in 1739;
Johnson'S footnotes are added to his translation.
http://www.yale.edulyup

LA SALLE, NICHOLAS DE. The La Salle Expedition on the Mississippi
River: A Lost Manuscript of Nicholas de La Salle. Edited and with an introduction by William C. Foster; translated by Johanna S. Warren; cartography
by John V. Cotter. College Station: Texas A&M University Press, 2004. 191
pp. $29.95. ISBN 0876111967. This translation of a recently discovered manuscript copy of La Salle's diary account of Rene-Robert Cavelier, Sieur de
La Salle's 1682 discovery expedition of the Mississippi River offers an
expanded expedition chronology, corrects the date La Salle's claim was
made, and revises prior erroneous interpretations.
http://www.tamu.edu/upress

MARSHALL, GEORGE CATLETT. The Papers of George Catlett
Marshall: "The Finest Soldier," January 1, 1945-;/anuary 7, 1947. VoL 5.
Edited by Larry 1. Bland and Sharon Ritenour Stevens. Baltimore: TheJohns
Hopkins University Press, 2004. 856 pp. $85.00. ISBN 0801878713. The
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papers in this volume cover the end of the war in Europe and the Pacific,
Marshall's work in demobilization and preparing military forces for the postwar era, and his role in attempted mediation in the civil war in China;
includes 63 illustrations and 9 maps.
http://www.press.jhu.edu

GALE, FLORENCE. Collected Works of Florence
N(~~htlfngjrlle, Volume 6: Florence Nightingale on Public Health
Care. Edited by Lynn McDonald. Waterloo, Ontario: Wilfrid
Laurier University Press, 2004. 715 pp. $95.00. ISBN
0889204462. This volume includes letters and notes on a variety of issues, including Nightingale's role in development of a
health care system based on preventative care, bringing nurses into workhouse infirmaries, and her own work as a nurse practitioner.
http://www.wlupress.wlu.ca
ODDIE, TASKER L. Letters from the Nevada Frontier: Correspondence of
Tasker L. Oddie, 1898-1902. Edited by William A. Douglass and Robert A.
Nylen. Reno: University of Nevada Press, 2004. 416 pp. $27.95. ISBN
0874175828. Letters of the secretary of a mining company, who later became
both governor and senator, describe people and life in central Nevada;
includes 27 illustrations and 2 maps.
http://www.nvbooks.nevada.edu
PATTERSON, EDMUND DeWIIT. Thnkee Rebel: The Civil WarJournal
of Edmund DeWitt Patterson. Edited by John G. Barrett; introduction by
Nathaniel Cheairs Hughes Jr. Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press,
2004. 256 pp. $32.00. ISBN 157233245X. This book gives a vivid representation of the Civil War battles of Williamsburg, Seven Pines, Seven Days, and
Fredericksburg by an Ohio-born Confederate soldier who was captured at
http://www.utpress.org
Gettysburg and imprisoned near his family.
REMLEY, GEORGE AND LYCURGUS. Southern Sons, Northern
Soldiers: The Civil War Letters of the Remley Brothers, 22nd Iowa Infantry.
Edited by Julie Holcomb; introduction by Steven E. Woodworth. DeKalb:
Northern Illinois University Press, 2004. 216 pp. $32.00. ISBN 0875803199.
The letters of two native Virginians who served in the Union army describe
physical and spiritual hardships, and experiences in several Civil War battles, including the siege of Vicksburg and Sheridan's Shenandoah Valley
http://www3.niu.edu/univ_press/
campaign.
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SALTON STALL, NORA. "Out Here at the Front": The
World War I Letters of Nora Saltonstall. Edited by Judith S.
Boston: Northeastern University, 2004. 312 pp.
ISBN 1555535992. The correspondence (written
nAT'WA<>n December 1917 and March 1919) of an upper-class
who worked with refugees in Paris and as quartermaster, driver, auto mechanic, and nursing assistant on the
Western Front.
http://www.nupress.neu.edu

STILWELL,JOSEPH. See BUCKNER, SIMON BOLIVAR,JR.
TAFf, WILLIAM HOWARD. The Collected Works of William Howard
Taft, Volume VII: Taft Papers on League of Nations. Edited and with commentary by Frank X. Gerrity. Athens: Ohio University Press, 2004.288 pp.
$49.95. ISBN 0821415182. This collection of Taft's speeches, newspaper articles, and other documents reveals his support for the League of Nations and
the difference between his approach and that of Woodrow Wilson.
http://ohiou.edu/oupress

VOEGEUN, ERIC. The Collected Works of Eric Voegelin, Volume 8:
Published Essays, 1929-1933. Edited and with an introduction by Thomas
W. Heilke and John von Heyking; translated by M. J. Hanak and Jodi
Cockerill. Columbia: University of Missouri Press, 2004. 264 pp. $49.95.
ISBN 0826214827. These essays reflect the intellectual and political turmoil
of the period between the publication of the philosopher's first book and
Hitler's rise to power.
http://system.missouri.eduupress

VOEGEUN, ERIC. See HEILMAN, ROBERT B.
WOLFE, THOMAS. The Autobiographical Outline for ''Look Homeward,
Angel, " by Thomas Wolfe. Edited and with an introduction, by Lucy Conniff
and Richard S. Kennedy. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press,
2004. 99 pp. $18.95. ISBN 0807129410. This annotated document reveals
how Wolfe's autobiographical jottings evolved into his novel.
http://www.lsu.edu/lsupress
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WORDSWORTH, WILLIAM. Sonnet Series and Itinerary
Poems, 1820-1845. Edited by Geoffrey Jackson. Ithaca, NY:
Cornell University Press, 2004. 1024 pp. $115.00. ISBN
rt",d;'ri'''''''' 080144196X. This volume contains eight collections of poems,
and includes an account of the genesis, dates of composition,
and publication of each series, reading texts that include all
available variants, as well as the poet's and editor's notes; includes photographic reproductions of some manuscript pages with transcriptions.
http://www.comellpress .comell.edu
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ANNOUNCEMENT

Boydston Essay Prize
The Association for Documentary Editing seeks nominations for the sixth
biennialJo Ann Boydston Essay Prize. The prize, in the amount of $300.00,
will be awarded in October 2005 for the best review or review essay that
deals with the scholarly editing of works or documents. To be eligible, the
review must have been published betweenJune 1,2003, and May 30,2005.
Submissions should include three copies of the published review with the
source clearly identified, and the name, address, and phone number of the
author, and should be sent to Dr. Marta L. Werner, Department of Liberal
Arts, D'Youville College, 320 Porter Avenue, Buffalo NY 14201, by August
1,2005.
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ADE Committees 2003-2004
OFFICERS

President: Esther Katz; President Elect: Dennis Conrad; Secretary:
Anne Decker Cecere; Treasurer: Gary E. Moulton; Director of
publications: Larry Hickman; Councillors-at-Large: Ronald A.
Bosco; Harriet F. Simon; Beth Luey, ex officio; Michael Stevens
COMMITTEES

Constitution and Bylaws Committee: Ronald A. Bosco, chair;
Beth Luey; Mary-Jo Kline; Ann D. Gordon
Julian P. Boyd Award: John P. Kaminski, chair; Ann D. Gordon;
Helen R. Deese; Carol DeBoer-Langworthy; Leslie S. Rowland
Jo Ann Boydston Prize: Marta Werner, chair; Robert N. Hudspeth;
Peter L. Shillings burg
Lyman H. Butterfield Award: C. James Taylor, chair; Richard
Leffler; Joseph R. McElrath, Barbara Oberg
Education and Information: Ellen R. Cohn, chair; Barry Pateman;
Linda A. Fisher; Kenneth R. Bowling; Sharon Ritenour Stevens
Electronic Standards: Cathy Moran Hajo, chair; Christopher
Alhambra; David R. Chesnutt; Elizabeth H. Dow; Larry Hickman;
Paul B. Israel; Albert C. Lewis; Daniel W. Stowell
Federal Policy: Charlene Bickford, chair; Theresa M. Collins; Ann
D. Gordon; Stanley N. Katz; Barbara Oberg; Leslie S. Rowland;
Charles T. Cullen, ex officio; Ira Berlin, ex officio
Finance: Gary E. Moulton, chair; William M. Ferraro; Elaine W.
Pascu
Fundraising: Roger A. Bruns, chair; Allida Black
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Local Arrangements: Thomas A. Mason, chair; Marianne S.
Wokeck; Suzanne S. Bellamy; Pamela J. Bennett; Marcia R. Caudell;
Douglas E. Clanin; Paula J. Corpuz; Jonathan R. Eller; Leigh
Fought; Kristine W. Frost; Nathan Houser; John R. McGivigan;
Johanna E. Resler
Meetings: Susan Krause, chair; William M. Ferraro; Mary Hackett;
Christine S. Patrick; Thomas A. Mason
Membership: Kate Culkin, chair; Peter C. Engelman; Elizabeth
Nuxoll
Nominating: Joel Myerson, chair; Helen R. Deese; William M.
Ferraro; Robert F. Karachuk; Maryjo Kline
Program: Dennis Conrad, chair; Leigh Fought; Ann D. Gordon;
David Hoth, Rowena McClinton; Elizabeth Hall Witherell
Publications: Larry Hickman, chair; James Karman; Robert C.
Leitz III; Catherine Kunce; Daniel W. Stowell; Maryjo Kline;
Marianne S. Wokeck, ex officio
State Policy: Theresa Collins, chair; Janette Pardo; Richard Leffler;
Thomas A. Mason; Kenneth H. Williams; Michael Stevens, ex officio

Travel Funds: Beverly Wilson Palmer, chair; Anne Decker Cecere;
Chuck diGiacomantonio; Mary Hackett; Leigh D. Johnsen;
Catherine Kunce
Subcommittee on Standards: Mary-Jo Kline; Ronald A. Bosco
Web Site: Kenneth Williams, chair; Chris Alhambra; Kathleen W.
Dorman; Carol Faulkner; Cathy Moran Hajo; John P. Kaminski;
Martha J. King; Mary-Jo Kline; Kenneth M. Price; Daphnee
Rentfrow, Constance Schulz
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Other Officials: Charles T. Cullen, Association representative to
the National Historical Publications and Records Commission
(N HPRC); Richard Leffler, Association archivist
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